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entitled ‘‘Composition Of And Method 
For Making High Performance Resins 
For Infusion And Transfer Molding 
Processes,’’ which are assigned to the 
United States of America as represented 
by the Administrator of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration. 
Written objections to the prospective 
grant of a license should be sent to 
NASA Langley Research Center. NASA 
has not yet made a determination to 
grant the requested license and may 
deny the requested license even if no 
objections are submitted within the 
comment period. 
DATES: Responses to this notice must be 
received by April 29, 2004. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robin W. Edwards, Patent Attorney, 
Mail Stop 212, NASA Langley Research 
Center, Hampton, VA 23681–2199, 
telephone (757) 864–3230; fax (757) 
864–9190. 

Dated: April 8, 2004. 
Keith T. Sefton, 
Chief of Staff, Office of the General Counsel. 
[FR Doc. 04–8391 Filed 4–13–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7510–01–P 

NATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
TERRORIST ATTACKS UPON THE 
UNITED STATES 

Public Hearing 

ACTION: Notice of public hearing. 

SUMMARY: The National Commission on 
Terrorist Attacks Upon the United 
States will hold its tenth public hearing 
on April 13–14, 2004 in Washington, 
DC. The two-day hearing will examine 
the performance of law enforcement and 
the intelligence communities prior to 
September 11 and evaluate post-9/11 
reforms in these areas. The hearing will 
be open to the public and members of 
the media. Seating will be provided on 
a first-come, first-served basis, and 
doors will open at 8 a.m. Members of 
the media must register by the close of 
business on April 9, 2004, by visiting 
the Commission’s Web site, http:// 
www.9-11commission.gov. Members of 
the media, particularly photographers 
and radio and television broadcasters, 
also must contact the appropriate Senate 
Press Gallery for accreditation. 
DATES: April 13–14, 2004, 9 a.m. to 4:30 
p.m. Press availability to follow. 
LOCATION: Hart Senate Office Building, 
Room 216, Washington, DC, 20510 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Al 
Felzenberg or Jonathan Stull at (202) 
401–1627, (202) 494–3538 (cellular), or 
jstull@9-11commission.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Please 
refer to Public Law 107–306 (November 
27, 2002), title VI (Legislation creating 
the Commission), and the Commission’s 
Web site: http://www.9- 
11commission.gov. 

Dated: April 9, 2004. 
Philip Zelikow, 
Executive Director. 
[FR Doc. 04–8523 Filed 4–12–04; 10:52 am] 
BILLING CODE 8800–01–M 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Tennessee Valley Authority 

[Docket Nos. 50–327 and 50–328] 

Sequoyah Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2; 
Notice of Consideration of Issuance of 
Amendments to Facility Operating 
License, Proposed No Significant 
Hazards Consideration Determination, 
and Opportunity for a Hearing 

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(the Commission) is considering 
issuance of amendments to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR–77 and 
Facility Operating License No. DPR–79 
issued to Tennessee Valley Authority 
(the licensee) for operation of the 
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant, Units 1 and 2, 
located in Hamilton County, Tennessee. 

The proposed amendments would 
allow both trains of control room air- 
conditioning system (CRACS) to be 
inoperable for up to 7 days provided 
control room temperatures are verified 
every 4 hours to be less than or equal 
to 90 degrees Fahrenheit. If this 
temperature limit cannot be maintained 
or if both CRACS trains are inoperable 
for more than 7 days, requirements of 
Technical Specification Section (TS) 
3.0.3 will be required. 

Before issuance of the proposed 
license amendments, the Commission 
will have made findings required by the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended 
(the Act), and the Commission’s 
regulations. 

The Commission has made a 
proposed determination that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration. Under 
the Commission’s regulations in Title 10 
of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 
CFR), Section 50.92, this means that 
operation of the facility in accordance 
with the proposed amendments would 
not (1) involve a significant increase in 
the probability or consequences of an 
accident previously evaluated; or (2) 
create the possibility of a new or 
different kind of accident from any 
accident previously evaluated; or (3) 

involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR 
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its 
analysis of the issue of no significant 
hazards consideration, which is 
presented below: 

1. Does the proposed change involve a 
significant increase in the probability or 
consequences of an accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. The proposed change will allow the 
use of alternate cooling methods in the event 
both trains of the CRACS are inoperable. The 
CRACS is used to maintain an acceptable 
environment for control room equipment and 
personnel during normal and emergency 
conditions. This system does not have the 
potential to create a design basis accident as 
it only provides control room cooling and 
does not directly mitigate postulated 
accidents. Temporary cooling devices will be 
designed in accordance with appropriate 
design controls, sized to ensure adequate 
cooling capability, and located such that 
safety-related features would not be 
prevented from performing their safety 
function. Since the CRACS does not 
contribute to the initiators of postulated 
accidents, the probability of an accident is 
not significantly increased by the proposed 
change. 

The CRACS does ensure a suitable 
environment for safety-related equipment 
and personnel during an accident. The 
temperature limit placed on the proposed 
action ensures that the control room 
temperature will remain at acceptable levels 
to support plant evolutions in response to 
postulated accidents. Safety functions that 
are necessary to maintain acceptable offsite 
dose limits will not be degraded by the 
proposed change. Alternate cooling methods 
that will maintain the control room well 
within the equipment temperature limits will 
ensure these safety functions. With the 
control room cooling requirements satisfied, 
the offsite dose impact is not affected. 
Therefore, the proposed change does not 
involve a significant increase in the 
probability or consequences of an accident 
previously evaluated. 

2. Does the proposed change create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any accident previously 
evaluated? 

No. The proposed change will continue to 
ensure that the control room temperatures 
will not exceed operability limits for 
equipment or personnel. The temperature 
control functions for the control room are not 
postulated to create an accident and since the 
proposed change continues to maintain 
acceptable temperatures, there are no new 
accident initiators created. The alternate 
cooling methods to be used will utilize 
appropriate design, sizing, and location 
considerations. Implementation of temporary 
cooling methods will be designed such that 
safety-related features would not be 
prevented from performing their safety 
function and in compliance with 10 CFR 
50.59 requirements. Plant will comply with 
applicable TS requirements. Therefore, the 
proposed change does not create the 
possibility of a new or different kind of 
accident from any previously evaluated. 
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1 To the extent that the applications contain 
attachments and supporting documents that are not 
publically available because they are asserted to 
contain safeguards or proprietary information, 
petitions desiring access to this information should 
contact applicant’s counsel and discuss the need for 
protective order. 

3. Does the proposed change involve a 
significant reduction in a margin of safety? 

No. The proposed change will continue to 
maintain control room temperatures at 
acceptable levels to ensure the availability of 
equipment necessary for safety functions. 
Sufficient margin to temperature limits will 
be maintained to ensure response to accident 
conditions can be managed adequately and 
temperatures will remain at acceptable levels 
to complete necessary accident mitigation 
actions. Plant components and their setpoints 
will not be altered by the proposed change 
that would impact the ability to respond to 
accident conditions. The installation of 
temporary cooling devices will be designed 
such that safety-related features would not be 
prevented from performing their safety 
function. Therefore, the proposed change 
does not involve a significant reduction in a 
margin of safety. 

The NRC staff has reviewed the 
licensee’s analysis and, based on this 
review, it appears that the three 
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are 
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff 
proposes to determine that the 
amendment request involves no 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission is seeking public 
comments on this proposed 
determination. Any comments received 
on or before May 14, 2004, will be 
considered in making any final 
determination. 

Normally, the Commission will not 
issue the amendments until the 
expiration of the 30-day comment 
period. However, should circumstances 
change during the notice period such 
that failure to act in a timely way would 
result, for example, in derating or 
shutdown of the facility, the 
Commission may issue the license 
amendments before the expiration of the 
30-day comment period, provided that 
its final determination is that the 
amendments involve no significant 
hazards consideration. The final 
determination will consider all public 
and State comments received. Should 
the Commission take this action, it will 
publish in the Federal Register a notice 
of issuance. Should the Commission 
make a final No Significant Hazards 
Consideration Determination, any 
hearing will take place after issuance. 
The Commission expects that the need 
to take this action will occur very 
infrequently. 

Written comments may be submitted 
by mail to the Chief, Rules and 
Directives Branch, Division of 
Administrative Services, Office of 
Administration, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555– 
0001, and should cite the publication 
date and page number of this Federal 
Register notice. Written comments may 
also be delivered to Room 6D59, Two 

White Flint North, 11545 Rockville 
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, from 7:30 
a.m. to 4:15 p.m. Federal workdays. 
Documents may be examined, and/or 
copied for a fee, at the NRC’s Public 
Document Room (PDR), located at One 
White Flint North, Public File Area 
O1F21, 11555 Rockville Pike (first 
floor), Rockville, Maryland. 

The filing of requests for hearing and 
petitions for leave to intervene is 
discussed below. 

Within 60 days after the date of 
publication of this notice, the licensee 
may file a request for a hearing with 
respect to issuance of the amendments 
to the subject facility operating licenses 
and any person whose interest may be 
affected by this proceeding and who 
wishes to participate as a party in the 
proceeding must file a written request 
for a hearing and a petition for leave to 
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a 
petition for leave to intervene shall be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for 
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10 
CFR part 2. Interested persons should 
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.309, 
which is available at the Commission’s 
PDR, located at One White Flint North, 
Public File Area 01F21, 11555 Rockville 
Pike (first floor), Rockville, Maryland. 
Publicly available records will be 
accessible from the Agencywide 
Documents Access and Management 
System’s (ADAMS) Public Electronic 
Reading Room on the Internet at the 
NRC Web site, http://www.nrc.gov/ 
reading-rm/doc-collections/cfr/. If a 
request for a hearing or petition for 
leave to intervene is filed by the above 
date, the Commission or a presiding 
officer designated by the Commission or 
by the Chief Administrative Judge of the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board 
Panel, will rule on the request and/or 
petition; and the Secretary or the Chief 
Administrative Judge of the Atomic 
Safety and Licensing Board will issue a 
notice of a hearing or an appropriate 
order. 

As required by 10 CFR 2.309, a 
petition for leave to intervene shall set 
forth with particularity the interest of 
the petitioner in the proceeding, and 
how that interest may be affected by the 
results of the proceeding. The petition 
should specifically explain the reasons 
why intervention should be permitted 
with particular reference to the 
following general requirements: (1) The 
name, address, and telephone number of 
the requestor or petitioner; (2) the 
nature of the requestor’s/petitioner’s 
right under the Act to be made a party 
to the proceeding; (3) the nature and 
extent of the requestor’s/petitioner’s 
property, financial, or other interest in 

the proceeding; and (4) the possible 
effect of any decision or order which 
may be entered in the proceeding on the 
petitioner’s interest. The petition must 
also identify the specific contentions 
which the petitioner/requestor seeks to 
have litigated at the proceeding. 

Each contention shall be given a 
separate numeric or alpha designation 
within one of the following groups, and 
all like subject matters shall be grouped 
together: 

1. Technical—primarily concerns 
issues relating to technical and/or 
health and safety matters discussed or 
referenced in the applicant’s safety 
analysis for the application (including 
issues related to emergency planning 
and physical security to the extent such 
matters are discussed or referenced in 
the application). 

2. Environmental—primarily concerns 
issues relating to matters discussed or 
referenced in the Environmental Report 
for the applications. 

3. Miscellaneous—does not fall into 
one of the categories outlined above. 

As specified in 10 CFR 2.309, if two 
or more requestors/petitioners seek to 
co-sponsor a contention or propose 
substantially the same contention, the 
requestors/petitioners will be required 
to jointly designate a single 
representative who shall have the 
authority to act for the requestors/ 
petitioners with respect to that 
contention within ten (10) days after 
admission of such contention. 

Each contention must consist of a 
specific statement of the issue of law or 
fact to be raised or controverted. In 
addition, the petitioner/requestor shall 
provide a brief explanation of the bases 
for the contention and a concise 
statement of the alleged facts or expert 
opinion which support the contention 
and on which the petitioner intends to 
rely in proving the contention at the 
hearing. The petitioner must also 
provide references to those specific 
sources and documents of which the 
petitioner is aware and on which the 
petitioner intends to rely to establish 
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner 
must provide sufficient information to 
show that a genuine dispute exists with 
the applicant on a material issue of law 
or fact.1 Contentions shall be limited to 
matters within the scope of the 
amendments under consideration. The 
contention must be one which, if 
proven, would entitle the petitioner to 
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relief. A petitioner/requestor who fails 
to satisfy these requirements with 
respect to at least one contention will 
not be permitted to participate as a 
party. 

Nontimely requests and or/petitions 
and contentions will not be entertained 
absent a determination by the 
Commission, the presiding officer of the 
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board that 
the petition, request and or the 
contentions should be granted based on 
a balancing of the factors specified in 10 
CFR 2.309(a)(1)(i)–(viii). 

Those permitted to intervene become 
parties to the proceeding, subject to any 
limitations in the order granting leave to 
intervene, and have the opportunity to 
participate fully in the conduct of the 
hearing. 

If a hearing is requested, the 
Commission will make a final 
determination on the issue of no 
significant hazards consideration. The 
final determination will serve to decide 
when the hearing is held. If the final 
determination is that the amendment 
request involves no significant hazards 
consideration, the Commission may 
issue the amendments and make them 
immediately effective, notwithstanding 
the request for a hearing. Any hearing 
held would take place after issuance of 
the amendments. If the final 
determination is that the amendment 
request involves a significant hazards 
consideration, any hearing held would 
take place before the issuance of any 
amendment. 

A request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene must be filed by: 
(1) First class mail addressed to the 
Office of the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555– 
0001, Attention: Rulemaking and 
Adjudications Staff; (2) courier, express 
mail, and expedited delivery services: 
Office of the Secretary, Sixteenth Floor, 
One White Flint North, 11555 Rockville 
Pike, Rockville, Maryland, 20852, 
Attention: Rulemaking and 
Adjudications Staff; (3) e-mail 
addressed to the Office of the Secretary, 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Hearingdocket@nrc.gov; or (4) facsimile 
transmission addressed to the Office of 
the Secretary, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC, 
Attention: Rulemakings and 
Adjudications Staff at (301) 415–1101, 
verification number is (301) 415–1966. 
A copy of the request for hearing and 
petition for leave to intervene should 
also be sent to the Office of the General 
Counsel, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, DC 20555– 
0001, and it is requested that copies be 
transmitted either by means of facsimile 

transmission to 301–415–3725 or by e- 
mail to OGCMailCenter@nrc.gov. A copy 
of the request for hearing and petition 
for leave to intervene should also be 
sent to the attorney for the licensee. 

Attorney for the Licensee: General 
Counsel, Tennessee Valley Authority, 
400 West Summit Hill Drive, ET 11A, 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37902. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see the application for 
amendments dated March 23, 2004, 
which is available for public inspection 
at the Commission’s PDR, located at 
One White Flint North, File Public Area 
O1 F21, 11555 Rockville Pike (first 
floor), Rockville, Maryland. Publicly 
available records will be accessible from 
the Agencywide Documents Access and 
Management System’s (ADAMS) Public 
Electronic Reading Room on the Internet 
at the NRC Web site, http:// 
www.nrc.gov/reading-rm/adams.html. 
Persons who do not have access to 
ADAMS or who encounter problems in 
accessing the documents located in 
ADAMS, should contact the NRC PDR 
Reference staff by telephone at 1–800– 
397–4209, 301–415–4737, or by e-mail 
to pdr@nrc.gov. 

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 8th day 
of April 2004. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Michael L. Marshall, Jr., 
Senior Project Manager, Section 2, Project 
Directorate II, Division of Licensing Project 
Management, Office of Nuclear Reactor 
Regulation. 
[FR Doc. 04–8421 Filed 4–13–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

Standard Review Plan, Chapter 18.0, 
‘‘Human Factors Engineering,’’ and 
Associated Documents: Availability of 
NUREG Documents 

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 
ACTION: Notice of availability. 

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission is announcing the 
completion and availability of three 
NUREG documents: (1) NUREG–0800, 
Standard Review Plan, Chapter 18.0, 
‘‘Human Factors Engineering,’’ Rev. 1, 
dated February 2004; (2) NUREG–0711, 
Human Factors Engineering Program 
Review Model, Rev. 2, dated February 
2004; and (3) NUREG–1764, Guidance 
for the Review of Changes to Human 
Actions: Final Report, dated February 
2004. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of these NUREG 
documents may be purchased from the 

Superintendent of Documents, U.S. 
Government Printing Office, P.O. Box 
37082, Washington, DC 20402–9328; 
http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs; 
202–512–1800 or The National 
Technical Information Service, 
Springfield, Virginia 22161–0002; http:/ 
/www.ntis.gov; 1–800–533–6847 or, 
locally, 703–805–6000. 

Copies of these documents are also 
available for inspection and/or copying 
for a fee in the NRC Public Document 
Room, 11555 Rockville Pike, Rockville, 
Maryland. As of November 1, 1999, you 
may also electronically access NUREG- 
series publications and other NRC 
records at NRC’s Public Electronic 
Reading Room at http://www.nrc.gov/ 
reading-rm.html. 

A free single copy of these NUREG 
documents, to the extent of supply, may 
be requested by writing to Office of the 
Chief Information Officer, Reproduction 
and Distribution Services Section, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Printing and Graphics Branch, 
Washington, DC 20555–0001; facsimile: 
301–415–2289; e-mail: 
DISTRIBUTION@nrc.gov. 

Some publications in the NUREG 
series that are posted at NRC’s Web site 
address http://www.nrc.gov/NRC/ 
NUREGS/indexnum.html are updated 
regularly and may differ from the last 
printed version. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James P. Bongarra, Jr., Division of 
Inspection Program Management, Office 
of Nuclear Reactor Regulation, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, DC 20555–0001. 
Telephone: 301–415–1046. E-mail: 
JXB@nrc.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 31, 2002 (67 FR 79948— 
79950), NRC announced the availability 
of the three NUREG documents, and 
requested comments on them. The NRC 
staff considered all of the comments, 
including constructive suggestions to 
improve the documents, in the 
preparation of the revised NUREG 
documents. 

The final versions of the three NUREG 
documents are now available for use by 
applicants, licensees, NRC reviewers, 
and other NRC staff. The new revisions 
of the three NUREGs supersede previous 
version of those documents. 

Small Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act 

In accordance with the Small 
Business Regulatory Enforcement Act of 
1996, the NRC has determined that this 
action is not a major rule and has 
verified this determination with the 
Office of Information and Regulatory 
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